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: 1 Introduction 

O ■ In the standard construction of a first-order equilibrium phase transition via the Gibbs 

On 

criteria from a quark-gluon plasma (QGP) to a hot and dense hadron gas (HG), the 

r-j ■ 

appearance of a discontinuity in the entropy per baryon ratio (s/n) makes the phase 
Ph. transition at fixed temperature T and fixed chemical potential \i irreversible. Recently 

several papers have been addressed to the question of conserving the entropy per baryon 
s/n across the phase boundary Leonidov et al. [1] have proposed a bag model equation 
of state (EOS) for the QGP consisting of massless, free gas of quarks and gluons using 
a (fi, T) dependent bag constant B(fi, T) in an isentropic equilibrium phase transition 
from a QGP to the HG at a constant T and \i. Later Patra and Singh [2] have extended 
this idea to remedy some anomalous behaviour of such a bag constant B(fx,T) through 
the inclusion of perturbative QCD corrections in the EOS for QGP. They have also 
explored the consequences of such a bag constant on the deconfining phase transition in 
the relativistic heavy- ion collisions as well as in the early Universe case [3]. 
The above mentioned analysis refers only to the stationary systems. But in the context 
of modern experiments on ultrarelativistic heavy-ion collisions, the dynamical evolution 
of the system within the framework of hydrodynamical models has to be incorporated 
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also. Recently Chernavskaya [4] have suggested a double phase transition model via an 
intermediate phase containing massive constituent quarks and pions. He claimed that 
only the continuity condition in s/n ratio does not provide equilibrium character of first- 
order transition in dynamically evolving systems as for all equilibrium processes, but 
enthalpy of the system as well. Subsequently he has also criticized the work of Ref. 1 
and 2 on the ground of twin constraints arising from Gibbs - Duham equilibrium relation 
[5] and enthalpy conservation [6] for an evolving system. The aim of the present note is 
to logically counter both these criticisms below. 



2 Gibbs - Duham Relation 

Ref. [4] suggests that if e is the energy density and p the pressure then form-invariance 
of the relation 

e + p-/j,n = sT (1) 



imposes the condition 



dB „ dB 



We comment that eq.(2) is untenable due to two reason. Firstly, it would imply that 
B, instead of being a function of two independent variables fi and T, will depend only 
on the single variable fi/T as can be verified by direct differentiation. Secondly, eq.(2) 
would make it impossible to apply the iterative analytical procedure [1,2] of solving the 
basic partial differential equation based on s/n in the extreme regions fi — > 0, T — >• oo 
as well as fi — > oo, T — > 0. This would imply a conflict with the QCD sum rule results [7]. 
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3 Enthalpy Condition 

Ref. [4] mentions that, if ui = e + P is the enthalpy density, then for an evolving hydrody- 
namic system containing the mixed phase of the QGP and hadronic gas, the conservation 
of enthalpy per baryon u/n gives an additional constraint. We comment that this con- 
straint is redundant, i.e., does not give a new information. This is so because even if the 
system is evolving with time, we can sit in the local comoving frame where the relation 
(1) is expected to hold. Then 

? = M =r l + , (3) 

n n n 

implying that, for any given T and ji, the conservations of u/n and s/n are equivalent. 
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